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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to because in Figure 2, the recitation "SubDir C2_a" 
should be respectively changed to ~SubDirC2_a~ for consistency; and similarly, 
"SubDir C2_b" should be changed to -SubDirC2_b Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Abstract 

2. The abstract is objected to because it starts with a phrase "The invention relates 

to". The abstract should not content this phase. Correction is required. 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 1 50 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

In line 5 of the abstract, the disclosure is objected to because of the following 
informalities: "to bringing". It should be changed to - bringing - 



Specification 
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3. The use of the trademark Microsoft™, Window Explorer™, Internet Explorer™ 
and Netscape™ have been noted in this application. It should be capitalized wherever 
it appears and be accompanied by the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the 
proprietary nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent 
their use in any manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

4. In line 8 of paragraph [0041], "section 14" should be changed to -section 13- 
because the section 13 of file 1 1 presents about server configuration. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Also the recitation "C2_B-File1.html" in line 17 paragraph [0032] and "C2_b- 
File1.html" in line 11 and line 14 of paragraph [0038] should be changed to -C2J> 
file1.htm- for consistency. Similarly, the recitation "DIR_C2" in line 5 of paragraph 
[0030] should be changed to -Dir_C2«. 

5. Examiner Note: The English Translation Specification was already included 
Amendments To The Specification as mentioned before. 

Claim Objections 

6. Claim 19 is objected to because of the following informalities: "the file directory 
structure is held in a second file"(line 10) and "the file directory structure represents part 
of the content or all of the content of the second file"(lines 11-12) merely have same 
meaning. The claim language should be clear, concise and does not need to repeat the 
same language twice. Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 19-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 19, "first file" in line 8, lacks clear antecedent basis since it is 
not from the Specification and Drawings. It is not clear what "file" refers to. The 
recitation "first file" was only mentioned in Summary of The Invention twice (in line 1of 
paragraph [0009] and in line 7 of paragraph [0010]), but it was merely same claim's 
language that does not explain further. Additionally, "subordinate hierarchy level" in line 
9 is not clear since it is unclear if it is refers to "the second hierarchy level" recited 
earlier (line 8). 

Regarding claim 28, "mechanisms" in line 2 is not clear if it is refers to 
automation device, SPC, control system, motor or intelligent sensor (recited earlier in 
paragraph [0044]) or just another storage device. Clarification and/or appropriate 
correction are requested. 

Regarding claim 30, "configuration data" in line 2 has no claimed antecedence. It 
is believed claim 30 was intended to depend on claim 26 instead of directly depending 
on claim 19 and has been treated as such for the remainder of this Office Action. 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Similarly in claim 33 and claim 34, "configuration data" in line 2 has no claimed 
antecedence. It is believed claim 33 and claim 34 were intended to depend on claim 26 
instead of directly depending on claim 19 and has been treated as such for the 
remainder of this Office Action. Appropriate correction is required. 

Regarding claim 38, "first file" in line 11 and "subordinate hierarchy level" in line 
12 lacks clear antecedent basis as set forth in the rejection of claim 19 above. 
Additionally, "a/the hierarchical first file directory structure" in line 1 and lines 14-15 is 
unclear antecedent basis since it is not clear if it is refers to "the first file directory 
structure" recited in line 4. Similarly, "the hierarchical file directory structure" in lines 17- 
18 and lines 20-21 are not clear since it is unclear if they refer to "the first file directory 
structure" in line 4 or "the second file directory structure" recited earlier in line 14. It is 
suggested that "the hierarchical first file directory structure" should be changed to -the 
first file directory structure-. 

Any claim not specifically addressed above is being rejected as incorporating the 
deficiencies of a claim upon which it depends. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

9. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

10. Claims 19-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
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In claim 19, an "apparatus" is being recited; however, it appears that the 
apparatus would be reasonably interpreted by one of the ordinary skill in the art as 
software, per se. The only element positively recited as part of the apparatus is the 
"storage". Applicant's specification provides no explicit and deliberate definition of the 
storage, and it appears that such would reasonably be interpreted as representative of 
the software that represents data index structure in an internet capable language file, 
especially a XML file (second file). 

Claims 20-37 fail to resolve the deficiencies of claim 19, since the mechanisms, 
communication network, embedded device, automation device and automation system 
are further defined in claims 28, 29, 35, 36, 37 as "operatively connected" to the storage 
of the apparatus that contents second file and not part of the apparatus actually being 
claimed. 

In claim 38, a method for mapping a hierarchical first file directory structure into 
a second file, does not give a tangible result. In order for a method claim to be 
considered statutory, it must possess a useful, concrete, and tangible result. As such, 
the storing the contents of each file directory and each file in the file directory structure 
is useful and concrete, however, the result never leaves the second file. Therefore, the 
result is not a tangible result. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

12. Claims 19-25, 28-29, 35-38, as well as understood, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Carpentier et al. (WO 01 18633 A). 

For claim 19, Carpentier et al. teaches: 

An apparatus ([Title] "system"), comprising: 

a storage for storing a file directory structure having a first hierarchy level and a 
second hierarchy level designed as a subordinate level of the first hierarchy level; a first 
file directory situated on the first hierarchy level; a second file directory situated on the 
second hierarchy level; and a first file situated on the first or the second hierarchy level 
or on a subordinate hierarchy level, ( [Page 2 line 3] "the file in the storage of the 
computer" and [Page 16 line 22] "the folders in which the files original resided" 
represents the storage of the computer stores folders and those folders store files so 
the storage also stores folders and files; [Page 16 lines 21-23] represents the descriptor 
file contains elements that were encrypted from the storage of the computer e.g. any 
hierarchy, folders and files. So the storage of the computer stores any hierarchy, any 
folders and any files resided in those folders. Therefore, it is broader than the claim that 
was having only two hierarchy levels, two directories and two files.), 

wherein the file directory structure is held in a second file, wherein the file 
directory structure represents part of the content or all of the content of the second file, 
([Page 16 lines 21-23] descriptor file works like second file in the claim), 

wherein each file directory and each file of the file directory structure is listed 
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consecutively in the second file, ( [Fig. 5] Folder Name 310, 342 and File Name 320, 
340, 344 were represented in the descriptor file.), 

wherein each file directory and each file of the file directory structure is identified 
by at least one characteristic start symbol and/or at least one characteristic end symbol, 
([Fig.6A] "<" is characteristic start symbol, "</" or 7>" are characteristic end symbol) 

and wherein the contents of each file directory and each file in the file directory 
structure are stored in each case between the respective characteristic symbols. 
([Fig.6A] contents of folder "net" and file "FtpClient.class" were stored between the 
respective characteristic symbols.) 

For claim 20 and 22, Carpentier et al. teaches "descriptor file written using an 
application of XML" [Page 20 lines 4-5]. XML also is an Internet compatible language 
and the descriptor file (or second file in the claim) contains the file directory structure, so 
Internet compatible language or XML language is used for describing the file directory 

r 

structure. 

Similarly for claim 21 , Carpentier et al. teaches the descriptor file (or second file 
in the claim) written by Extensible Markup Language (XML). 

For claim 23, Carpentier et al. teaches that a new line is used both for each 
characteristic start symbol and for each characteristic end symbol in the second file. 
([Fig.6A] new line is used both for characteristic symbols "<", "</" and "/>".) 

For claim 24, Carpentier et al. teaches the designation of the relevant file 
directory or of the relevant file is used as a characteristic start symbol, and the 
designation of the relevant file directory or of the relevant file is used as a characteristic 
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end symbol and a predeterminable character is added as a prefix. ([Fig.6A] shows 
<eclipcontents>, </eclipcontents>, <hfml>, </hfml>, <folder>, </folder>). This technique 
also is well known in XML art. 

For claim 25, Carpentier et al. teaches the second file includes further sections 
having other contents, said further sections being identified or separated in each case 
by at least one characteristic start symbol and at least one characteristic end symbol. 
([Page 19, lines 30-31] "any relevant information may automatically be added to the 
descriptor file"). 

For claim 28, Carpentier et al. teaches the apparatus comprising mechanisms 
for receiving and/or storing the second file via a communication network. ([Fig. 15] User 
Computer 972, 962 and Server Computer 974, 966 are receiving and storing the second 
file, LAN and Internet 968 are communication network). 

For claim 29, Carpentier et al. teaches the communication network is the Internet 
and/or an Intranet and/or a radio connection. ([Fig. 15] Internet 968 and LAN (Local Area 
Network) that is also Intranet. LAN also includes "wireless" LAN that works over radio 
connection). 

For claim 35, 36 and 37, Carpentier et al. teaches the apparatus is an 
embedded device or an automation device. ([Page 19, lines 18-19 and 22-24] "This 
descriptor file includes meta data that identifies a software plug-in in any suitable 
fashion... When files are retrieved by the software agent by using the descriptor file, the 
software plug-in is identified, located and automatically installed upon the user's 
computer.") 
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For claim 38, Carpentier et al. teaches: 

A method ([Title] "method") for mapping a hierarchical first file directory structure 
into a second file, the method comprising: 

providing at least one first hierarchy level and one second hierarchy level for the 
first file directory structure, wherein the second hierarchy level is designed as a 
subordinate level of the first hierarchy level; providing at least one first file directory 
which is situated on the first hierarchy level; providing at least one second file directory 
which is situated on the second hierarchy level; and providing at least one first file which 
is situated on one of the two hierarchy levels or on a subordinate hierarchy level , 
([Page 2 line 3] "the file in the storage of the computer" and [Page 16 line 22] "the 
folders in which the files original resided" represents the storage of the computer stores 
folders and those folders store files so the storage also stores folders and files; [Page 
16 lines 21-23] represents the descriptor file contains elements that were encrypted 
from the storage of the computer e.g. any hierarchy, folders and files. So the storage of 
the computer stores any hierarchy, any folders and any files resided in those folders. 
Therefore, it is broader than the claim that was having only two hierarchy levels, two 
directories and two files.), 

wherein the second file directory structure, which is mapped from the 
hierarchical first file directory structure, represents a part of the content or all of the 
content of the second file; ( [Page 16 lines 21-23] descriptor file works like second file in 
the claim) 
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consecutively listing each file directory and each file of the hierarchical file 
directory structure that must be mapped in the second file; ( [Fig. 5] Folder Name 310, 
342 and File Name 320, 340, 344 were represented in the descriptor file.) 

identifying each file directory and each file of the hierarchical file directory 
structure that must be mapped by at least one characteristic start symbol and/or at least 
one characteristic end symbol; ([Fig.6A] "<" is characteristic start symbol, "</" or 7>" are 
characteristic end symbol) 

and storing the contents of each file directory and each file in the file directory 
structure that must be mapped in each case between the assigned two characteristic 
symbols. ([Fig.6A] contents of folder "net" and file "FtpClient.class" were mapped 
between the respective characteristic symbols.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claim 31, as well as understood, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carpentier et al. (WO 01 18633 A). 

Regarding claim 31, Carpentier et al. teaches the limitations of claim 19 for 
reason above. 
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Carpentier et al. does not specifically show the apparatus can be used as a Web 
server after the second file has been loaded onto the apparatus. 

However Carpentier et al. discloses "Other actions that may occur include 
publication on web sites." [Page 20 line 3] 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the publication on web sites in Carpentier 
et al. and setting web server for that web site in the same device for convenient way to 
publish the website. 

1 5. Claims 26, 27, 30, 32-34, as well as understood, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Carpentier et al. (WO 01 18633 A) as set 
forth in the rejection of claim 25 above, and further in view of Lenz (US Patent Number 
6,029,196). 

Regarding claim 26 and 27, and as set forth in the rejection of claim 25 above, 
Carpentier et al. shows second file having further sections as claimed. 

Carpentier et al. does not specifically show configuration data or result codes 
and/or error codes are stored in the further sections of the second file. 

However Lenz discloses, "The file... contains information for setting the clients 
lock files, e.g. preferences, configuration information... "[Column 1, lines 58-60]. 
Configuration information represents configuration data. Preferences represent any 
information about that client which includes result data or error data of that client. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Lenz about configuration 



Application/Control Number: 10/524,782 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2112 

data, result codes or error codes with Carpentier et al. to obtain convenient way to store 
configuration data, result codes or error codes or any information about client in one file 
so "a system administrator with ability to configure every client in the network with one 
file" [Abstract]. 

Regarding claim 30, and as set forth in the rejection of claim 26 for reason 
above, Carpentier et al. does not specifically show a configuration of the apparatus, 
using the configuration data which is present in the second file, can be carried out 
automatically after the second file has been loaded onto the apparatus. 

However, Lenz discloses, "The configuration of the network clients is performed 
during runtime, is automatic... the configuration file that is used by the client to 
configure its system." [Abstract] 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Lenz about automatically 
configuration data with Carpentier et al. to obtains convenient way "to configure every 
client in the network with one file" [Abstract]. 

Regarding claim 32 and 33, and as set forth in the rejection of claim 30 for 
reason above, Carpentier et al. does not specifically show that the update of the file 
directory structure or configuration data can be carried out by overwriting an original file 
version of the second file with a new file version. 

However, Lenz discloses, "An automatic client configuration system provides a 
system administrator with the ability to configure every client in a network with one file 
which resides on the server, and which contains information for setting the client's lock 
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files, preferences, configuration information, and software versions... If the server 
determines that any of the clients need files updates, it sends the files to specific client, 
which replaces the existing files with new files sent by server. " [Abstract]. That 
represents server configured any client by only one file (second file in the claim) and the 
configuration includes updating any files, folders, file directory structure, configuration 
data and that configuration also can be carried out automatically by overwriting that one 
file (second file in the claim) by new file sent by server. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Lenz with Carpentier et al. 
to obtains a convenient way to update file structure and configuration in device. 

Regarding to claim 34, it was rejected as same reason in claim 33 because "the 
previously set of configuration data can automatically be checked and adapted" has the 
same meaning that configuration data also can be updated automatically after the 
second file has been updated. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Pillai et al. (Pub. No. US 2002/0129000 A1) teaches method and system for 
providing a name space to a computer program. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phong Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-270- 
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1766. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:30am - 5:00pm 
EST Alt Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Deborah Reynolds can be reached on 571-272-4919. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



PN 





10 January 2007 



